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Abstract 
Economic development aims at improving the economic and social well-being of people. In essence economic 
development implies a positive change of persons. Such changes may involve multiple areas including 
development of human capital, social capital, health, sanitation, water, housing, savings, income and asset 
ownership. To achieve this, rural people pursue rural to urban migration as a pathway to survival and to improve 
their well-being. Nonetheless it is commonly believed that rural-urban migration cannot lead to improvements in 
migrants’ well-being. This study, therefore sought to find out the contribution of rural urban migration to the 
economic development of the migrants’. In finding out the contributions to the rural migrants’ therefore, the 
indicators of economic development as named above were divided into three:  social status, economic status and 
the poverty level of migrants’, and analyzed by Social Status Index (SSI), Economic Status Index (ESI) and the 
asset based approach of measuring poverty respectively. The research design employed for the study was a 
descriptive strategy of inquiry. Whiles the communities (4) were purposively selected, the migrants’ were sampled 
using snowball sampling, thus 30 migrants’/households in each community. Questionnaires were employed to 
gather primary data. The findings revealed that rural-urban migration contribute to the economic development of 
migrants’ since the SSI and ESI of migrants’ improved by 54.4% and 64.4% respectively whiles with their asset 
ownership, the number of migrants’ who had no asset reduced significantly to 5.8% after migration from 61.7% 
before migration. 
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1. Introduction 
The travel of persons from origin areas to destination areas is a usual occurrence amongst human circles (Isaac & 
Raqib 2013). As a result, all human societies including individual human beings have experienced this movement 
whether from urban to rural or rural to urban, or urban to urban or rural to rural. However, notably, people choose 
to migrate to places where there are more opportunities than their rural communities (Minjale 2014; McGranahan 
& Tacoli 2006). Undoubtedly these movements are more often than not made towards the urban settlements 
especially in developing countries because of the advantages and opportunities that are characterized and 
associated with them (Dremel 2013), where the individual migrant expects his or her skills to earn income or 
greater income than in his or her original settlement with the hope of improving the living standard (Minjale 2014). 
Also, people migrate out of conflict affected areas to urban areas in order to guarantee subsistence livelihoods and 
to live safely. As such, rural-urban migration is one of the most common demographic trends in the world (Grau 
& Aide 2007) especially in developing countries. 
In line with historical trends, rural-to-urban migration in African countries account for the single most 
significant cause of the rapid growth of the urban population (Hoves et al. 2013; Waddington & Sabates-Wheeler 
2003; Lall et al. 2006). Migrating out of rural communities on average contribute to about 60 per cent of the urban 
population and in some uncommon cases, contribute as much as 75 percent (Todaro 2000, cited in Hoves et al. 
2013; Byerlee 1974). The least developed in the world and  yet the fastest urbanizing part of the world (Africa), 
approximately one third (32 percent) of  its population live in cities where the major economic activities involving 
industry, manufacturing, commerce and employment are present, such as Accra (Ghana), Lagos (Nigeria), 
Monrovia (Liberia), Nairobi (Kenya) etc. (Nsiah-Gyabaah 2003). As a result, Ghana has encountered a sharp rise 
in urban growth dating back to the middle of the twentieth century. For example, the share of the country’s 
population living in urban settlements has appreciated rapidly over the years as it rose from 9% in 1931 to 31.3% 
in 1984 and 43.8% in 2000 (Yankson & Betrand 2012).  
The movement of rural people out of rural areas in order to find jobs in urban centres is important for the 
development process particularly in growing market economies (Amare et al. 2012). However, the excessive rate 
of rural urban migration is one of the major factors accounting for the development and expansion of squatter 
settlements and slums globally (Wondimagegnhu 2012; UN-Habitat 2008, cited in Tindigarukayo 2014). In effect, 
the presence of the low-income settlements in and around urban centres’ which often lack basic services is taken 
to indicate that the rate of rural to urban migration is high (McGranahan & Tacoli 2006). Then again, the undue 
rate of rural urban migration and the insignificant proportion of employment in industries explain the reason for 
an increasing urbanization resulting in a metamorphosis from unemployment in rural areas to increasing 
joblessness and underemployment in urban areas (Miheretu 2011; Wondimagegnhu 2012), though the urban 
informal economy is not often accounted for. In view of that, making the issue of unemployment an outcome of 
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rural urban migration in urban areas is debatable.  The limited job opportunities coupled with the lack of requisite 
competences to qualify rural migrants’ to find regular remunerated and secured employment in the official sector  
results in the majority of them participating in the informal sector which is the only option available to settle in for 
work (Mcatty 2004; Bhowmik 2005; Misra & Alam 2014) because of the ease of entry and unregulated nature 
where a migrant does not need any permission from any city official or entry certificate before involving himself 
or herself in the sector. 
Upon the examination of literature on urban economic development it is noted that it usually does not define 
the term economic development directly (Wolman & Spitzley 1996; Xie & Stough 2002; Todaro & Smith 2012); 
rather it encompasses a wide variety of endeavours and policies that sometimes appear to have little links to each 
other (Wolman & Spitzley 1996). Such pursuits can include varied areas such as development of human capital, 
social inclusion, health, security, literacy, and other initiatives. In spite of the wide scope of economic development, 
Sen (1999) defined economic development to be the deepening of substantive freedoms and independence, which 
permit persons to partake totally in economic life and also, improve the individual well-being.  Further, according 
to Todaro & Smith (2012), economic development is concerned with human beings and the social systems by 
which they organize their activities to satisfy basic material needs (e.g., shelter, clothing) and nonmaterial wants 
(e.g., education, knowledge). The point is that there is no particular and specific definition of economic 
development. But for this study, economic development occurs when individuals improve their social and 
economic well-being as well as reduce their poverty level. 
 
1.1 Problem statement 
In many cities, migrants’ form a large proportion of the urban poor with whom they share income and non-income 
disadvantages, including difficulties in finding adequate housing and in accessing services (Tacoli et al. 2015). 
According to a United Nation’s report (2011), many developing countries and their policies have a negative view 
on rural-urban migration because it is perceived that poverty pushes the poor people to migrate, and that this type 
migration in turn generates higher pressure on the cities which in the end causes increased poverty in equally rural 
and non-rural areas (Ibid). In response, many countries have tried to curb rural-urban migration directly; whiles 
many urban centres and even neighbourhoods have taken indirect measures to discourage migrants’ from settling 
(McGranahan & Tacoli 2006; Lall et al. 2006; Grau & Aide 2007; Isaac & Raqib 2013). For example in Ghana, 
after the June 3 disaster which occurred in Accra1, rural migrants’ were immediately recognized as the main cause 
of the disaster which eventually saw the Accra Metropolitan Assembly demolishing residents of some rural 
migrants’ residing in the city whiles the government also provided means and resources for the repatriation of 
some the rural migrants’ in the capital city to their areas of origin.    
On the contrary, despite the challenges of rural migrants’, it is revealed in many studies across the world that 
the decision to migrate from rural to urban centres often results in improved conditions for migrants, and surveys 
conducted around the world reveal that majority of migrants have not regretted their decision to migrate (Grau & 
Aide 2007) which means they are able to find something (work) doing to earn a living which would eventually 
have an impact on them (migrants’) and the economy of the areas they find themselves. For instance, while De 
Haan et al. (2002) found that migrants from Mali rural villages have benefited from migration as a result of migrant 
networks, other studies in Egypt and Ghana showed that migration facilitated the poor groups of the population to 
move out of poverty (Sabates-Wheeler et al. 2005). Nonetheless, the important comparison according to Grau & 
Aide (2007) is the one made by migrants’ themselves; between their living conditions and opportunities in their 
previous rural setting and that of their new urban setting. This study therefore sought to find out the contribution 
of rural urban migration to the migrants’ economic development from the migrants’. 
 
2. Methodology 
In this research study, data was obtained from two main sources, namely the secondary and the primary sources. 
Primary data was obtained from rural migrants’ in the Tamale Metropolis specifically in the case study areas of 
Aboabo, Sabonjida, Tishegu and Moshi Zongo through direct interviews using a semi structured questionnaire. 
Also, direct observation skills were used to identify the type of houses migrants’ lived in. These study areas were 
selected based on John F.C Turner’s (1968) work on the trajectory of urban migrants’ which stated that rural 
migrants’ would always find themselves in the city centre in order to increase job opportunities (p, 354-363). The 
survey approach for data collection was used to elicit the required responses from migrants’/household. The snow 
ball sampling technique was applied to sample the right units for the study. The sample size for the study was 30 
household each from all the four case areas because, that according to Trochim (2006) cited in (Minjale 2014) is 
the recommended minimum sample size for a quantitative research.  The data obtained from the study was 
processed and analysed by the use of the statistical package for social scientist (SPSS). Both descriptive and 
                                                 
1 The June 3 disaster is a flood that occurred in Accra the capital city of Ghana in 2015, which took the lives of over 200 people. The disaster 
is called the June 3 disaster because the sad event occurred on the 3rd of June. 
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inferential statistical analyses were used to analyse the data. The descriptive analyses were presented as frequency 
distributions and percentages in the form of tables whiles the inferential analyses employed were the Chi Square 
and One-way ANOVA. The Chi Square was used to test the difference/relations between migrants’ and the 
indicators identified as constituting social and economic statuses and poverty levels of migrants’, while the 
ANOVA was used to test the income as well as saving variations amongst the rural migrants’. 
 
3. Profile of study area 
Tamale is among the 26 districts found in the Northern Region of Ghana. It is situated in the central part of the 
Region and shares boundaries with the Sagnarigu District to the North-West, Mion District to the East, East 
Gonja to the South and Central Gonja to the South West. Geographically, the Metropolitan area falls within 
longitudes 0º 36 and 0º 57 west and latitude 9º16 and 9º 34 north.  
 
4. Results and discussions 
4.1 Social and economic status of migrants’ in destination area 
 The assessment of the Social, Economic and poverty status of migrants’ are separated and discussed below to 
ascertain how migration has contributed to their (migrants’) wellbeing. The discussions however, are done 
comparing the migrants’ days of stay in their rural areas and that of their current stay, now urban Tamale. 
 
4.2 Social status of migrants’ 
According to Charakborty (2014), availability of basic amenities is the criterion on the basis of which one can 
determine the standard of living of migrants’ in urban areas.  Four variables were therefore employed to assess the 
social status of the migrants’. They are the housing type, water facilities, sanitation facilities and social inclusion 
or capital (event participation). 
4.2.1 Types of Housing Migrants’ live in before and after Migration 
According to Islam (2007) cited in Chowdhury et al. (2012), the “types of housing essentially show the social 
status of a family” (p.77). In this study, the housing statuses of migrants’ were assessed by using the physical 
structure or materials that made up the houses where in the migrants’ lived to assess their social status because, 
the physical quality of housing have been used in many studies to assess socio-economic status of households 
according to Ghana Statistical Service 2000, 2007; Mberu 2005; Codjoe 2006; Doocy & Burnham 2006; Collinson 
et al. 2009; Pinnawala 2009 cited in Tanle (2014). The following therefore constituted the housing type for the 
study, Mud house with thatch, Mud house with zinc, Block house, Kiosks/Market and Verandas. Table 1 below 
shows the results obtained from the field.  
Table 1: Types of Housing Migrants’ live in before Migration 
Types of Housing before Migration 
Community Type  
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Mud house with thatch 28 93.3 19 63.3 21 70 24 80 92 76.7 
Mud house with zinc 2 6.7 9 30 9 30 5 16.7 25 20.8 
Block house 0 0 2 6.7 0 0 1 3.3 3 2.5 
Kiosks/Market 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Verandas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.082 (significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016. 
Table 1 and 2 reveal that the houses of migrants’ were of five types, mud house with thatch, mud house with 
zinc, block house, kiosk and verandas. In Table 1, the dominant type of housing migrants’ lived in before migration 
was mud house with thatch making up a percentage of 76.7%, while only 2.5% lived in Block houses. Migrants’, 
however from the study did not live in Kiosk/market or verandas in their rural origins. A Chi-square test revealed 
that there was significant difference between the migrants’ and housing type in the various communities with a 
(Chi-square value of 0.082, significant at 10%) before they migrated. From Table 2, the housing status of migrants’ 
has however improved considerably. For instance, the number of migrants’ who lived in mud house with zinc 
increased to 75.8% from 20.8 % after migration and also, mud house with thatch decreased to 3.3% from 76.7%. 
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Table 2: Types of Housing Migrants’ live in After Migration 
Types of Housing after Migration 
Community Type  
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Mud house with thatch 0 0 2 6.7 1 3.3 1 3 4 3.3 
Mud house with zinc 23 76.7 19 63.3 27 90 22 73.3 91 75.8 
Block house 4 13.3 4 13.3 1 3.3 1 3.3 10 8.3 
Kiosk/Market 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 6.7 2 1.7 
Verandas 3 10 3 10 1 3.3 6 20 13 10.8 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.151 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
However, it is important to note that even though there has been a general improvement in the housing status 
of migrants’, it could not be said for all. Unlike their rural origins where no one slept in a kiosk/market or verandas, 
some rural migrants’ had to sleep in them to serve as places of residence for them in the urban destination. The 
Chi-square test reveals that there is no significant difference between migrants’ and housing types of migrants’ in 
the various communities with a Chi-square value of 0.151 (not significant at 10%).  
4.2.2 Water facilities before and after migration 
Water is a vital element for people’s welfare (Ghana Statistical Service 2014; Chowdhury et al. 2012; Chaplin 
2001) and its accessibility means a lot to the human society (Ghana Statistical Service 2014). The water facilities 
used in this study include Pipe borne, Bore hole, Wells and Ponds/Dams. 
Before migration, the study found that 3.3% respondents had access to pipe borne water for their daily usage 
whiles 46.7% respondents sourced their water from wells (see Table 3 below) which is contrary to findings by the 
Ghana Statistical Service in its 2014 Ghana Living Standard Survey six (6) which revealed that (borehole, pump 
or tube well) are major suppliers of drinking water for majority of rural households in the rainy and dry seasons, 
serving 51.6 and 45.3% of the rural homes in Ghana respectively. The findings in this study further revealed that 
some of these facilities were available in the rural areas but did not necessarily serve as their principal supplier of 
water, for various reasons including the proximity of these facilities to rural folks, the taste of the water, the type 
of water etc. It is revealed in the study that there was a significant difference between migrants’ and the source of 
water in the various communities studied before migration with a (Chi-square, p-value of 0.001, significant at 1%).  
Table 3: Migrants’ sources of water before migration  
Sources of water before Migration 
Community Type  
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Pipe borne 0 0 2 6.7 0 0 2 6.7 4 3.3 
Bore hole 6 20 9 30 8 26.7 4 13.3 27 22.5 
Wells 22 73.3 7 23.3 17 56.7 10 33 56 46.7 
Ponds/Dams 2 6.7 12 40 5 16.7 14 46.7 33 27.5 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.001 (significant at 1%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
However, the accessibility to water source after migration changed significantly as majority of the migrants’ 
used pipe borne water more than any other source (see Table 4 below) because, typically urban settlements have 
greatly more services at their disposal as compared to rural areas (Ghana Statistical Service 2014) including water 
for which purpose can even influence rural people to migrate. Unlike before, there is no significant difference 
between migrants’ and sources of water in the various communities with Chi- square test results indicating a (Chi- 
square, p-value of 0.107, not significant at 10%)  
Table 4: Migrants’ sources of water after migration  
Sources of water after Migration 
Community Type  
Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo Total Sample 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Pipe borne 30 100 28 93.3 30 100 30 100 118 98.3 
Bore hole 0 0 0 0 2 6.7 0 0 2 1.7 
Wells 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ponds/Dams 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.107 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
4.2.3 Sanitation facilities before and after migration 
Improved  sanitation  facilities  are  used  by  less  than  two  thirds  of  the  world  population (UNICEF & WHO  
Research on Humanities and Social Sciences                                                                                                                                    www.iiste.org 
ISSN 2224-5766 (Paper)   ISSN 2225-0484 (Online) 
Vol.7 No.24 2017 
 
5 
2008). Therefore according to Chowdhury et al. (2012), the “level of sanitation amenities decides the social status 
of a family” (P, 130). In effect, the ability to access improved sanitation facilities would mean a step forward in 
improving the social status of an individual if the finding by UNICEF & WHO (2008) is anything to go by1. KVIP, 
Open Space, Sanitary Pit and Water Closet (W. C) were used to represent the types of sanitation facilities in this 
study. From Table 5 below, the results showed that before migration, about 37.5% of respondents used KVIP, 
whiles the highest percentage of 44.2% of respondents responded to natures call in the open space confirming the 
initial baseline report by SUSA in 2011 as cited in Agyekum (2015). The high patronage of the open space by the 
rural folks was location driven since many rural areas and homes are closer to bushy environment coupled with 
the scattered nature of settlement in rural settlements of the country, similar to the findings in (Ibid).  Furthermore, 
the study revealed that the use of the open space was not as a result of lack of facilities notably the KVIP but rather 
the inability to maintain the facilities, the cost involved in patronising the facility and the comfortability of the 
facility to the user. This can be related to the finding by (G.D.P. 2012) that people reject sanitation solutions offered 
by governments, donors, and NGOs when   they   are   too expensive, unpleasant to use, or difficult to maintain. 
The study revealed that there was significant difference between migrants’ and sanitation facilities accessed before 
migration with a Chi- square test: p-value= 0.028 (significant at 5%).  
Table 5: Sanitation facilities before migration 
Types of toilet before Migration 
Community Type  
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
KVIP 16 53.3 10 33.3 5 16.7 14 46.7 45 37.5 
Open Space 9 30 15 50 15 50 14 46.7 53 44.2 
Sanitary pit 5 16.7 5 16.7 10 33.3 2 6.7 22 18.3 
WC  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.028 (significant at 5%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
However, after migration, the KVIP served as the only source of convenience for migrants’ as revealed in 
Table 6 below, indicating an improvement in migrants’ use of sanitation facilities compared to the majority who 
used to visit the bushes (open space) as shown in Table 5 above. This finding to some extent conforms to reports 
by (UNICEF & WHO 2008) that as at  the year 2004, access  to  improved  sanitation  was  two times more high  
in urban  areas  than  in  rural  areas. So, considering the rate at which rural migrants’ migrate to urban areas, there 
is no doubt that they could be a contributory factor to the increase in access of improved sanitation in the country, 
though no migrant was found using W.C which is a much more improved facility than the KVIP. The findings of 
this study therefore imply that for the country to achieve the Millennium Development Goal Target of improved 
sanitation, enough attention should be given rural areas. 
Table 6: Sanitation facilities after migration  
Types of toilet after Migration 
Community Type    
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
KVIP 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 30 100 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
4.2.4 Social Capital of Migrants’ before and after Migration 
Social capital is a relationship grounded on mutuality and trust hence gives more consideration to kinship, family 
networks and close friends that the household will rely on when there is an emergency (DFID 1999). So, because 
social capital is a conjoint relationship among and within communities and households, in this study, social event 
participation like attending religious/traditional ceremonies; naming ceremonies and Marriage ceremonies were 
selected to represent social capital. The Tables 7 and 8 below show the results on migrants’ social capital before 
and after migration. 
  
                                                 
1 However, it is important to note that improved sanitation may vary from place to place. 
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Table 7: Social capital of migrants’ before migration 
Events participated before 
migration 
Community Type 
 
Total Sample 
Moshi 
Zongo 
Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Not participated 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 9 7.5 
 Religious/Traditional ceremony 25 83.3 22 73.3 21 70 21 70 89 74.1 
Naming ceremony 3 10 7 23.3 9 30 9 30 28 23.3 
Marriage ceremony 8 26.7 6 20 5 16.7 6 20 26 21.7 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.438 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 *Multiple responses possible 
In this part of the country (The northern region), people are being recognized in the society through invitations 
and subsequent participation in social events. As such according to Chowdhury et al. (2012), social capital 
ultimately indicates social status. Therefore the more one participates in an event; the more he or she is being 
mentioned in the good books of society members which come with respect.  Also the more the bond of relations 
and network, the stronger the social capital implying that the sense of belongingness among people is key in 
determining the social status of an individual or household.    
Table 8: Social capital of migrant respondents after migration 
Social participation after migration 
Community Type  
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Not participated 6 20 6 20 5 16.7 6 20 23 19.1 
Religious /Traditional ceremony 11 36.7 13 43.3 12 40 12 40 48 40 
Naming ceremony 5 16.7 5 16.7 9 30 6 20 25 20.8 
Marriage ceremony 16 53.3 14 46.7 12 40 14 46.7 56 46.7 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.936 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016. *Multiple responses possible 
From the Tables (7 and 8) above, 7.5% of respondents did not participate in any social event before migration 
and after migration the percentage increased to 19.1%. Also, 74.1% of migrants’ before migration attended 
religious/traditional ceremonies and after migration the number reduced to 40%, and so did the participation of 
migrants’ in naming ceremony decrease from 23.3% before migration to 20.8% after migration. The results in 
(Tables 7 and 8) above therefore strengthens that social capital performs poorly in urban settlement than in the 
rural settlements as was also found by Timasilna (2007). The Chi-square test revealed no significant relationship 
between migrants’ and social capital both before and after migration with (P-values=0.438; 0.936 not significant 
at 10%) respectively. Considering therefore the participation of migrants’ in the social events above, social capital 
was found to be poor after migration, that is in urban areas.  
Table 9: Social status index of migrants’ 
Social Status 
Community Type 
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
  N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Weight (wi) Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Remained the same 0 6 20 3 10 2 6.7 3 10 14 11.7 
Slightly improved 1 10 33.3 12 40 6 20 12 40 40 33.3 
Improved 2 5 16.7 13 43.3 18 60 6 20 42 35 
Highly improved 3 9 30 2 6.7 4 13.3 9 30 24 20 
 Source: Fieldwork, 2016. 
Generally, migrants’ assessment of social status after moving to Tamale is revealed in Table 9 above. The 
outcome from Table 9 above thus shows that regardless of the community of residence of migrants’ and other 
differences such as sex, marital status etc., largely (54.4%) of the total migrant population studied assessed their 
social status to have improved after migrating to Tamale. This implies that migration has a positive effect on 
migrants’ social status. The social status index is expressed below  
Social Status index (SSI) = ∑


*100 
(	0 ∗ 14) + (1 ∗ 40) + (2 ∗ 42) + (3 ∗ 24)
120 ∗ 3
 
                                                          =                      


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       =    54.4%.  
 
4.3 Economic status of migrants’  
The “Economic status index is a contemporary method used to interpret qualitative change in quantitative terms” 
(Islam et al. 2008. p, 420). An overall change of five economic indicators are used to calculate the economic status 
index of migrants’. They include income/expenditure, savings; migrants’ assets owned and land ownership (Ibid)1. 
Then again, according to Ghana Living Standard Survey six (6), human capital development (education and health) 
is also an important indicator of economic status, hence was included among the indicators in the study. So in all 
four economic indicators were used to calculate the economic status index in the study. They are income, Savings, 
Education and Health (human capital development). 
4.3.1 Income of migrants’ 
According to Chowdhury et al. (2012. p, 128), “Income is a principal variable to uncover the economic status of a 
migrant”. Following the study therefore, the monthly incomes of migrants’ were assessed and the results are shown 
in Tables 10 and 11 below. But before the results in Tables 10 and 11 below, the study revealed that out of a total 
population of one hundred and twenty (120) studied, only a total of thirty four (34) of the migrants’ representing 
28.3% in all the four case areas earned income while they were in their rural areas. However, only twelve (12) out 
of the 34 migrants’ were able to estimate they earned a monthly income of </=200 Ghana Cedis. While the 
remaining 22 out of the 34 migrants’ who also earned income before migration were not able to estimate how 
much income they earned because, the study revealed that the 22 migrants’ were subsistent farmers who did not 
really sell their produce unless there was an urgent need. 
However, after migration, the income earning status of migrants’ changed. While the Table 10 below 
measures migrants’ income distribution on monthly basis after migration, Table 11 presents the same information 
using mean index of migrants’ monthly income. 
Table 10: Monthly income distribution of migrants’ after migration 
Monthly Income 
Community Type  
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
</=200 7 23.3 9 30 3 10 12 40 31 25.8 
201-850 9 30 6 20 10 33.3 6 20 31 25.8 
851-1717 7 23.3 10 33.3 9 30 2 6.7 28 23.3 
1718+ 7 23.3 5 16.7 8 26.7 10 33.3 30 25 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.111 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016. 
Table 11: The max, min and average index of migrants’ monthly income  
Community Type N Minimum Maximum Mean 
Moshi Zongo 30 150 3500 1145.4 
Sabonjida 30 0 2550 974.53 
Tishegu 30 0 3428 1241.3 
Aboabo 30 0 2690 1031.6 
Total Sample 120 0 3500 1098.2 
One-way ANOVA Test: p-value= 0.700 (not significant at 5%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016. 
From Table 10 above, the distribution of the respondents by monthly income shows that 25.8% of the 
respondents earned below or equal to Gh200 monthly, whiles 25.0% respondents earned above Gh cedis 1, 717 in 
a month. From Table 11 also, it was revealed that the average income that migrants’ earned in each of the four 
communities studied did not vary significantly and the results are as follows, Moshi Zongo (1145.4 cedis), 
Sabonjida (974.53 cedis), Tishegu (1241.3 cedis) and Aboabo (1031.6 cedis). 
In the study, two tests (Chi-square and One way ANOVA) were used to find out the difference or variation 
between migrants’ and income/average income earned in the various communities. However, both test revealed 
that there was no significant difference or variation between the migrants’ and the income/average income earned 
in all the communities. While the Chi-square test value was, p-value= 0.111 (not significant at 10%), the One-way 
ANOVA Test value was = 0.700 (not significant at 5%).  
                                                 
1 For the purpose of this study however, land possession and assets of migrants’ were combined together as (assets owned) and 
separated from the index in order to be measured by the assets approach. 
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4.3.2 Savings of migrants’ 
Fisher & Weber (2004) have reasoned that savings offer economic strength to poor households, considering that 
savings presents an opportunity to migrants or household to withstand circumstances of income deficits. Therefore, 
the ability of a person to save indicates one’s preparedness for any future circumstance and further demonstrates 
that one is economically doing well to some extent, since a poor person has no or little amount of money to save. 
Below were the responses of migrants’ regarding their saving status, and the amount they saved on monthly basis 
after migration. 
Table 12: Savings status of migrants’ 
Migrants’ Saving Status 
Community Type  
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Yes 27 90 25 83.3 25 83.3 25 83.3 102 85 
No 3 10 5 16.7 5 16.7 5 16.7 18 15 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.853 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016. 
The study revealed that (see Table 12 above), 85% of respondents in all the four case communities had savings 
whiles only a few of them (15%) did not save. Furthermore, it was revealed that the culture of savings to a very 
large extent helped them because, the proceeds of the savings were used to cater for their children’s school fees 
and other unforeseen situations confirming (Awumbila et al. 2014) who found that household savings can serve 
as likely capital spending in the education of children.  The Chi-square test, with p-value= 0.853 indicates that 
there was no significant difference between migrants’ and saving status in all the communities (insignificant at 
10%).  
Table 13: Migrants’ monthly savings distribution  
Monthly Savings 
                                   Community Type   
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
</=30 10 33.3 12 40 6 20 11 36.7 39 32.5 
31-60 10 33.3 7 23.3 7 23.3 8 26.7 32 26.7 
61-150 7 23.3 5 16.7 10 33.3 8 26.7 30 25 
151+ 3 10 6 20 7 23.3 3 10 19 15.8 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.606 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016. 
Table 14: The max, min and average index of migrants’ monthly savings 
Community Type N Minimum Maximum Mean 
Moshi Zongo 30 0 300 75.2 
Sabonjida 30 0 500 93.87 
Tishegu 30 0 300 103 
Aboabo 30 0 1000 105.5 
Total Sample 120 0 1000 94.39 
One-way ANOVA Test: p-value= 0.778 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
The results of the monthly savings of migrants’ are shown in Tables 13 and 14 above. Whiles Table 13 
measures migrants’ saving distribution monthly, Table 14 presents the same information using mean index of 
migrants’ monthly savings. From Table 13, the results indicate that 32.5% of the total migrant population saved 
either less than or equal to Gh cedis 30 in a month whiles 15.8% of respondents saved above Gh cedis 151 a month 
as of the time of the study. On average per each community in a month, Table 14 shows that in Moshi Zongo, 
migrants’ saved Gh75 cedis 20 pesewas and in Sabonjida the average amount migrants’ saved in a month was 
Gh93 cedis 87 pesewas. In the remaining communities, Tishegu and Aboabo, migrants’ average monthly savings 
were Gh103 cedis and Gh105 cedis, 50 pesewas respectively. Two tests (Chi-square and One way ANOVA) were 
used to find out the difference/variation between migrants’ and the total amount/average amount saved each month 
in the various communities. The results however indicate that whiles the Chi-square test value was, p-value= 0.606 
(not significant at 10%), the One-way ANOVA Test p-value was = 0.778 (not significant at 10%).  
4.3.3 Human asset development  
Along with access to facilities as was presented in the social status indicators above, “education and health are 
also considered “basic needs” and should be seen as complementary to the consumption-based welfare indicator” 
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(Ghana Statistical Service 2014. p, 34). A developed human refers to the “labour  available to the  household:  its  
education,  skills, and  health”  (Carney 1998  cited  in  Ellis  2000:33-34 cited in Timasilna 2007, p,30)1.  
4.3.3.1 Education, apprenticeship and experience 
Human asset is improved by capital spending in training and education (Ellis 2000:33 cited in Timasilna 2007), as 
well as by the experience gained via practicing various careers. Hence, supplementary means of developing the 
human asset were considered together with education, including apprenticeship and experience which have the 
potential of adding value to the individual (Human asset) in order to improve production or earnings. Nonetheless, 
firstly the researchers sought to find out whether or not migrants’ have developed themselves or not after migration 
and the results are as below: 
Table 15: Status of human asset development (education, apprenticeship and experience) of migrants’ 
Development of human asset Community Type   
Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo Total Sample 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Yes 22 73.3 26 86.7 24 80 17 56.7 89 74.2 
No 8 26.7 4 13.3 6 20 13 43.3 31 25.8 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.051 (significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
As illustrated in the Table 15 above, majority (74.2%) of migrants’ responded they developed their human 
asset, with just 25.8% responding otherwise. The Chi-square test, with p-value=0.051, indicates a significant 
difference between migrants’ and the status of human asset development in all four communities (significant at 
10%). Below are some views of migrants’ who responded otherwise. In the case of respondent ID16, a smock 
weaver from Daboya, he said:  
The market base in Tamale brought me here. As for the work I knew it already and my uncle knows that 
when it comes to smock weaving, I have been in it since childhood, so what is it that am going to learn 
again?  
Also, some said per the work they did, they could not add value to themselves. For instance in the case of 
respondent ID 25, a 56 years old watchman from Diyali, he said:  
Apart from the pay I get, there is nothing to learn or improve my life. In my case if I go to sit at my work 
side in the morning, if not 5 o’clock pm I have nowhere to go. So tell me, how am going to add some value 
to my live?   
Others felt that they had not really kept long in Tamale and as such, did not add any value to their lives. In 
addition, others mentioned age, lack of opportunity and resources among others as the reasons for their inability 
to develop themselves. Below is Table 16 revealing the means through which migrants’ developed their human 
asset:  
Table 16: Means of human asset development of migrants’ 
Means of Human Asset Development 
Community Type   
Total Sample Moshi Zongo  Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Education 2 6.7 5 16.7 4 13.3 5 16.7 16 13.3 
Skills acquisition(apprenticeship) 11 36.7 10 33.3 9 30 4 13.3 34 28.3 
Experience 9 30 11 36.7 11 36.7 8 26.7 39 32.5 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.251 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
Considering the means through which migrants’ developed themselves, the Table 16 above reveals the results 
as follows: a fair majority of the migrants’ (32.5%) were of the view that they had gained enough experience from 
the work they did after migrating to Tamale. Also, 28.3% had their human asset developed through skills 
acquisition or apprenticeship with 13.3% of migrants’ responding that through education they had developed their 
human asset. There was no significant difference between migrants’ and the means of human asset development 
in the case communities with Chi- square test indicating a p-value= 0.251 (insignificant at 10%).  
4.3.3.2 Health facilities before and after migration 
According to Ghana Statistical Service (2014 p, 34), “the health status of an individual is a convincing contributing 
factor of quality of life, level of longevity and productivity” for any productive society. As such in trying to 
measure the economic status of rural migrants’, the health facilities at the disposal of migrants’ were employed as 
                                                 
1 In this study however, education was not isolated as a primary means to develop human, there were other means through 
which an individual could develop himself or herself example, apprenticeship and experience. As a result these two forms or 
means of training (apprenticeship and experience) were combined together with education and studied as complements. 
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indicators. In this study, the types of health facilities taken into consideration were traditional healing centres or 
homes, hospitals, clinics and CHPS compounds. Below in Tables 17 and 18 were the results gathered. 
Table 17: Health facilities before migration 
Types of Health facilities before Migration 
Community Type 
Total Sample 
Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Traditional healing centres/homes 8 26.7 11 36.7 9 30 16 53.3 44 36.7 
Hospital 3 10 5 16.7 3 10 4 13.3 15 12.5 
Clinic 12 40 11 36.7 9 30 5 16.7 37 30.8 
CHPS compound 7 23.3 3 10 9 30 5 16.7 24 20 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.302 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
Table 17 above shows the health facilities migrants’ used in their rural origin before migration. The results 
indicate that 36.7% of migrants’ resorted to traditional healers as their source of health care whiles 12.5% of 
respondents used the hospital. Of the migrants’, prior to their migration, the Chi-square test showing a p-value= 
0.302 reveals that there was no significant difference between migrants’ and health facilities accessed in all the 
case communities (insignificant at 10%).  
Table 18: Health facilities after migration 
Types of Health facilities after Migration 
Community Type  
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Hospital 29 96.7 30 100 30 100 29 96.7 118 98.3 
CHPS compound 1 3.3 0 0 0 0 1 3.3 2 1.7 
Tradition healing centres/homes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
 Clinics 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.565 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
After migration as shown in Table 18 above, majority (98.3%) of the respondents used the hospital facility 
as their primary source of health care, while a hand full of the respondents comprising only 1.7% used the CHPS 
facility after migration. The results from Table 18 imply that there has been an improvement in the health facilities 
assessed by migrants’ after migration. The Chi-square test reveals a p-value= 0.853 signifying that there was no 
significant difference between migrants’ and the health facilities accessed after migration in all the case 
communities (insignificant at 10%).  
Table 19: Economic status index of migrants’  
Economic Status   
  
  
Weight (wi) 
Community Type   
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
Remained the same 0 1 3.3 2 6.7 3 10 3 10 9 7.5 
Slightly improved 1 3 10 3 10 2 6.7 8 26.7 16 13.3 
Improved 2 21 70 21 70 16 53.3 11 36.7 69 57.5 
Highly improved 3 5 16.7 4 13.3 9 30 8 26.7 26 21.7 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016 
Economic Status Index (ESI) = *100 
                                     
(∗)(∗)(∗)(∗)
∗
 
                               =          


 
                               =            


    =   64.4% 
The assessment of the economic status of migrants’ after migrating to Tamale is revealed in Table 19 above. 
Of all the economic indicators assessed, the study revealed a general high percentage improvement in the economic 
status of migrants’ with a calculated and weighted economic status index value of 64.4%.  
 
4.4 Assets possessed by migrants’ before and after migration 
Increasing number of researchers and policymakers view assets as a vehicle for socioeconomic development (Nam 
et al. 2008). Thus assets possession serves as an indicator of transforming households’ standards of living (Ghana 
Statistical Service 2014). Below were the assets considered and the responses gathered in the study. 
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Table 20: Assets owned before migration 
Asset Owned before Migration 
Community Type  
Total Sample Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
No Asset 23 76.7 22 73.3 14 46.7 15 50 74 61.7 
TV 1 3.3 2 6.7 0 0 1 3.3 4 3.3 
Motor 0 0 0 0 1 3.3 0 0 1 0.8 
Phone 2 6.7 0 0 1 3.3 4 13.3 7 5.8 
Tape/Radio 2 6.7 3 10 6 20 3 10 14 11.7 
Mankoli (Brief Case)/ Bowls/Cloths 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 10 3 2.5 
Stoves 2 6.7 1 3.3 4 13.3 7 23.3 14 11.7 
Bicycle 3 10 2 6.7 1 3.3 4 13.3 10 8.3 
Fridge 0 0 0 0 1 3.3 0 0 1 0.8 
Land 4 13.3 0 0 1 3.3 2 6.7 7 5.8 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.112 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016. *Multiple responses possible 
Table 21: Assets acquired after migration 
Asset Acquired after Migration 
Community Type  
 
Total Sample 
Moshi Zongo Sabonjida Tishegu Aboabo 
N=30 N=30 N=30 N=30 N=120 
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq % 
No Asset 0 0 1 3.3 2 6.7 4 13.3 7 5.8 
TV 7 23.3 4 13.3 8 26.7 5 16.7 24 20 
Motor 4 13.3 6 20 5 16.7 4 13.3 19 15.8 
Phone 12 40 11 36.7 4 13.3 10 33.3 37 30.8 
Tape/Radio 1 3.3 3 10 1 3.3 2 6.7 7 5.8 
Mankoli (Brief Case)/ Bowls/Cloths 3 10 3 10 1 3.3 4 13.3 11 9.2 
Stoves 5 16.7 4 13.3 3 10 6 20 18 15 
Bicycle 1 3.3 2 6.7 1 3.3 0 0 4 3.3 
Fridge 0 0 0 0 1 3.3 1 3.3 2 1.7 
Land 2 6.7 3 10 4 13.3 3 10 12 10 
Chi- square test: p-value= 0.654 (not significant at 10%) 
Source: Fieldwork, 2016. *Multiple responses possible 
The results from Tables 20 and 21 above indicate that apart from tape/radio and bicycles that migrants’ owned 
more with a percentage ownership of 11.7% and 8.3% respectively before migration, numerous of the migrants’ 
owned more assets in their destination settlements as compared to what they owned at their place of origin (see 
Tables 20 and 21) above. Notably from the study, the relative disparities regarding asset ownership before and 
after migration were connected to location based facilities and take-home pay factors confirming the findings of 
Awumbila et al. (2014) in their study. Example, electricity availability in the urban settlements than is available in 
rural settlements allows migrants’ in Tamale to possess more of electronic assets (see e.g. the % possession of TV, 
phones, fridge before and after migration by migrants’ in Table 20 and 21 above). However, contrary to the 
expectation by (ibid) that majority of households in rural areas (before migration) are expected to own more land 
because of the apparent need for land in a main agricultural based economy, compared to households in urban 
areas (after migration), the findings of this study shows otherwise. The reason for the disparity could be because, 
the study done by Awumbila et al. (2014) was limited to agricultural land unlike in this study, which did not specify 
the particular type of land that migrants’ owned.   
Further findings of assets ownership in the study established that the kind of assets migrants’ purchased were 
sex – influenced (see Table 22) below, confirming findings in a study conducted by Awumbila et al. (2014) that 
assets ownership by migrants’ are sex inclined. 
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Table 22: Assets owned before and after migration by sex           
*Chi- square test: p-value= 0.000 (significant at 1%) before migration 
** Chi- square test: p-value= 0.000 (significant at 1%) after migration 
Source: Field work, 2016. ***Multiple responses possible 
From the Table 22 above, it was revealed that males owned more of the selected assets than females, both 
before and after migration with the exception of Stoves, the “mankoli”/bowls/Cloths and fridge where the females 
were found to own more than men. The Chi- square test between the assets owned and the sex of migrants’ revealed 
that there was a significant difference (significant at 1%) between  the males and their female counterparts with a 
p-value= 0.000 both before migration and after migration (see Table 22) above. 
 
5. Conclusion  
Despite the negative perception about rural urban migration, it is found that through rural urban migration, 
migrants’ have being able to improve their social status by a calculated index of 54.4%. Also, respondents’ were 
assessed to have enhanced their economic status and the index value was calculated to be 64.4%. In addition it 
was found from the asset based approach of measuring poverty that the poverty level of migrants’ had improved 
after their migration since the number of migrants’ who had no asset before migration (61.7%) reduced to 5.8% 
after migration. The findings from the study therefore imply that rural urban migration contributes to the overall 
economic development of the country hence to achieve accelerated development rural people/areas should feature 
significantly in any development plan aimed at improving the living standard of citizens in the country at any level. 
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